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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript titled: Assessment of Heavy Metal and Hydrocarbon Contamination in Sediment and Water of Oguta Lake, Imo State, Nigeria is is significant to the scientific community for several reasons: The accumulation of heavy metals and hydrocarbons which are persistent pollutants in sediments and water, disrupting ecosystem balance and affecting aquatic life through bioaccumulation and toxicity. This knowledge helps residents to assess environmental health and risks posed to biodiversity

The study area Oguta Lake is a critical resource for domestic, agricultural, and fishery activities. This makes it important in understanding the water quality parameters of the lake to safe guard the rate of it usage as well as the effects on consumption directly of the water resources such as the fish. It will also guides public health safety measures and calls for water treatment in the area which is not practiced, thus policy formulation.

The points provided by the author of the disposal of wastes and sewages into the lakes in significant in curtailing bad practices and usher in environmental sustainability practice through knowledge supports designing effective pollution control strategies, regulatory enforcement, and ecosystem rehabilitation


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, it is
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is okay but 
Indicates number of sampled points, materials used in the analysis and the procedures briefly.  Stating following APHA (give the full meaning) is not enough


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct for the study's methodology follows established APHA (1999) standards for sample collection and analysis, ensuring scientific rigor. Statistical analysis using two-sample t-tests confirmed significant differences in pollutant levels between the two lakes, demonstrating proper use of inferential statistics. The findings are supported by measured pH and contaminant concentrations that are consistent with known environmental processes and human impact, validating the conclusions. Moreover, comparisons with regulatory standards (NUPRC) provide a scientifically appropriate benchmark for assessing contamination safety levels.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent but could do more to add to the 18 referenced. This could be done by comparing this to that of other author. There are plethora of literatures on Heavy Metal and Hydrocarbon Contamination in Sediment and Water.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	It is suitable but the Author/s could avoid the use of one sentence paragraph. The here many short paragraphs. This makes the presentation of the discussion in a form of bullet points which is not good enough. The Author/s could look at the short paragraphs and use suitable conjunctions (not HOWEVER) for the results and discussion has not less than ‘However”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Not observed
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